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REMARKS 



Claims 1-5 are pending in this application. No new matter 
has been added. Applicants are respectfully requesting 
reconsideration of the restriction requirement in view of the 
following remarks . 

The claims of the present application have been subjected to 
a Restriction Requirement under 35 U.S.C. §121 as follows: 

Group I, claims 1-3, drawn to a method for identifying an 
agent; 

Group II, claim 4, drawn to a method for identifying an 
agent with a cell; and 

Group III, claim 5, drawn to a method of treating a 
condition. 

The Examiner suggests that Inventions I and II are unrelated 
because Group II requires a cell and Group I does not. The 
Examiner acknowledges that Inventions I, II and III are related 
as subcombinations disclosed as usable together in a single 
combination; however, it is suggested that the inventions are 
distinct because Invention III has separate utility such as the 
treating could be performed with a different agent than one 
identified by the methods of Groups I and II. Applicants are 
required to elect one of the inventions to be examined. 

Applicants respectfully disagree with this restriction 
requirement. Claims 1-4 share the common technical feature of 
identifying an agent which modulates the activity of PIPKIy661 by 
monitoring the various activities associated with PIPKI766I. The 
methods of claims 1-3 embrace detecting the activity of PIPKIy661 
by monitoring the binding interaction between PIPKIy661 and talin 
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(see page 17, lines 13-15) or phosphorylation of PIPKIy661 (see 
page 17 , lines 16-18) . Similarly, the method of claim 4 embraces 
detecting the activity of PIPKIy661 by monitoring PIPKIy661- 
mediated focal adhesion (page 40, lines 22-29) . Therefore, method 
claims drawn to identifying agents that modulate the activity of 
PIPKIy661 are so closely related, differing only in assay read- 
out, that the search and examination of these method claims can 
be made by the Examiner without serious burden. Conversely, the 
prosecution of each of these inventions separately will pose a 
substantial economic burden on Applicants. Thus, Applicants 
respectfully request reconsideration of this restriction 
requirement . 

However, in an earnest effort to be completely responsive, 
Applicants hereby elect to prosecute Group I, claims 1-3, drawn 
to a method for identifying an agent, classified in class 435, 
subclass 23, with traverse. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Jane Massey Licata 
Registration No. 32,257 
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